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I come to the next act of the tragedy of King
Edward.
On September 24, 1912, the papers once more
returned to the subject of " King Edward/5 on
account of an article in the " Fortnightly Review."
The honour and the character and reputation of
a great King were at stake- The British Press
generously admitted that it had been misled, and
that Edward the Seventh was in truth the potent
Sovereign the world had thought him to be, and
not the mediocrity, the "roi faineant," the dullard,
of the "informers."
I fully realised the responsibility I was in-
curring in daring to pronounce an adverse verdict
upon -the work of the Editor of the Dictionary,
who, I feel certain, took all possible pains to
ensure accuracy, and who would have produced a
wholly satisfactory Memoir had he submitted it
for revision to some competent person; Lord
Glenesk having, alas ! passed away in the plenitude
of his unrivalled powers. The Memoir was an
outrage because of its glaring errors of fact and its
insularity. And here I cannot refrain from ex-
pressing surprise that its author should have
accepted as truths what most men of his capacity
and scholarship would have detected as errors
and eavesctroppings. Scholarship does not always
make the complete Editor. There are, however,
exceptions; Sir Edwin Arnold was one, anci I
could name others, happily still among us, who
are brilliant scholars and equally brilliant MitOTg*
But, as a rule, the men who are the most capafile